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Robert HiKson
1242 36th Avenue

San Francisco, California 94122

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20554

RE: FCC NPR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has issued a Notice
of Proposed Rule Making which would make the hobby of flying
model air planes and other models controlled by radios very
dangerous, if not impossible.

Currently radio control(RC) modelers, like me, share the
frequencies with other users but the other users stay far enough
away from each other on the 72-75 megahertz frequencies so as to
cause no harm. The FCC rule would put mobile pagers right smack
on top of the RC model frequencies, when you consider the
manufacturing tolerances. For eKample, Model frequency 14 is
72.070, the neKt Model frequency 15 is 72.090, the proposal would
insert a mobile pager at 72.0725 and 72.075 (the commericial user
is now at 72.080). Further this mobile pager would be permitted
four times the tra1sroitting power of the modeler which would
easily over power the model. Also the fact that the pager would
be mobile adds another level of danger as the modeler would never
know when a pager would intrude possibly with fatal consequences.
1 already have to carry a one million dollar liability insurance
policy to be able to fly a mOdel airplane.

RC models provide an important recreational activity for at least
several hundred thousand Americans (perhaps into the low mil lions
if al I were counted). RC models have developed some new
technology that has been used for national security purposes.
have been building RC models for over 25 years and can supply
detail if you request. RC is a socially accepted activity to our
minds. 1 have been actively competeing in model flying contests
for many years and have a significant investment of time and
money in this sport. I had to upgrade all my radios in 1989 when
the FCC changed the rules previously. This change would demand
more than an upgrade of the radios.

The air waves are a public resource and belong to the people as
well as businesses. We know we have to share the air waves !In£..
are currently doing so, this proposal is too disruptive and
dangerous. Please stop this FCC proposal before it proceeds
farther.

Sincerely,

ROb~rt~ 0
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

,'293 Fr8- .. n PilI: I0 January 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a reSUlt, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes', only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72·76 Mhz band.
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:
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I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

Sincerely, .
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington. D.C. 20510
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Dear Ms. Fienstein:

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and Increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.
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Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72·76 Mhz band.

Sincerely, il.. r7
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:
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January 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to bUild; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington. D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:
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January 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. J am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result. many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.
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The Honorable Dianne Fienstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washi ngton, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Dianne Fienstein:

42574 Isle Royal St.
Fremont, CA 94538

rillO: "28February 9. 1993

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for flying radio
control model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidth's and rearranging the band frequency plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operation. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control
of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left with out interference
and safe for the operation of model aircraft, if these new rules are

I
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and for the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished, as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become very congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly decreased or eliminated.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and may weigh as much as 40 pounds. The models themselves are e><pensive
to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized
events and contests where hundredS of operators and spectators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in
order to assure a safe environment for everyone.



I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as commercial business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for overcrowding the 72-76 MHz radio
band.

M. Spitler



The Honorable

Dear 1)I~N E.
I am involved with the sport of Radio Controlled modeling. I am presently a

member of the Bayside Radio Control Club in Fremont, Cali@JJ1i"DOuf club has over
270 members. I enjoy the building and the flying of RIC aircraft. "-rn lli'e ~ti~81'f
1991, we under went the changing of all our Radio equipment to insure that we met the
new guidelines set forth by~ FCC and to keep our hobby safe. I presently own--±
Radio control systems and K different models and I have a workshop full of
products, equipment, and projects necessary to operate my aircraft.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by the Federal Communucations Commission FCC. The proceeding is PR Docket
92- adopted, the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for RIC models and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are currently in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control
frequencies in this band are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part
90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for the safe use of RIC aircraft and
surface models by keeping a 10KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC mOdels, we go to great lengths to ensure the safety of the
operaters and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
wi!! become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in Our radio equipment. It is a sizable industry that must
be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial avaition industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your
help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effact.
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T am very ';onC:crned about proposed rules that are;u;:rent y
',mde~ considel:ation by the Fedel:al Communications Commission (FCC
~he proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rliles wi
great:y reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use 3nd increase the risk of accidents and attendant
llabilit:t· for controlling model airplanes. Our l:adio control
':reqJ.e:·,ci",s are in :he 72- 76 MHz band. This band is primarily
-,sed for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radlo control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
moblle frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
elther use lnterfering with the other,

! am an active member of two radio controlled model airplane clubs
ia the local area and am also an a'ctive competitor in local and
communityeve:1ts. I, like many thousands of other model aviati;)~.

~:Ithuslasts derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and
operating radio controlled model aircraft.

I~ t}~;~ prcllosed PR Docket 92-235 is passed it will render lny radio
equipment unusable. I have a considerable investment in equipment
'. as ~any thousands of other radio con:rol model enthusiasts. We
just went through a frequency update by the FCC as of January 1991
,":i1:.cll requi.t-ed us t8 e:ther purcha.se new equipment 01.: have au!
eXlsting equipment modified to cqmply with the new 1'ullng. This
;....·a~ a.n expensi'Je exercise. Nuw the FCC 'v-Iants to cr"eate ir~or-e land
mobile frequencies by splittlng them into narrower bandwidths and
.earranging the band plan, As a result, many land ffiobile
:lequencles will move closer to the radio control frequencies
;a~sing Interference that can destroy our aircraft through contrul
los:::. W'" go to great lengths to ensure the safety of the
;p,?rato1's, bystanders and protection of personal property.

d llc;;t think ,. is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
op,~rating candi:ions of land mobile radio users at the expense 0:
:adlc control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as importa:1t
J.S l'J'.lSlr.:.ess :.lSeLS u£ :t adios J but we do ha'v"~ a:~o.l.:sid'2taLl~'

.:1vestnlent in our models and Ladiu equipment. The hobby provides
,ltd.':y hO\';I~' of enjoymen t to thousands of peopl e llke ;T,ysel f "":L:
,.ontrib:.;ces to the advancement of the commer"cial aviation indusU"y,
~~ a pGint of interest the military application Q~ Remote Pilotless
",'d.i_·le (RF':; development and 1.<se i:, the GULF War was a direct
.0SU:t of radio control model aviatlon.

lease understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
" feet J.l1d we:;;]2-.. as much as 30 to 40 pounds. Th>:~ m,:)d~?l.:.:

�arasee;.;pensihave



if raelio lnterference cauces the operator' to ~ose control of the
f":l,aft. WE; o:ten fly our models at organized events aDd (:c11teE:;,ts
~tere hundreds of operators participate. The proposed ruling ~lll

:J~acket 31 0£ our 50 frequencies. Our tlanslnitters are very lew
power, approximately one half watt. Land mobile transmitter output
1S four to five times that of ours and would b~ only :.5 MHz from
our frequencies. Not only are these new frequencies very close to
;JL~.cS but they ,-;lrr:: alsc designated 3S "Mobile" I ther-efore( we ';-1ould
n e 'J eLl::1 a ''; wher e the}' are ope rat inginc Iud i ngat the fly i n 9 fie I d ,

eve r: 3. s t :..- t: e t () 1: hi 9 h way n ear b.:l . 0 f rna j 0 reon c~ e i ~.~ aLe t L '.:'
.ectnical cpeclflcations [c, their frequencies. The legal
E.. ~ '..l '~~ '.' rl C J' t c, 1eranee W0 L:.l d p 1ace t. h e i.t, .3 i g ;'1 aId i tee t 1 i' ,) rj O:_L. S ! The
~es~l:~ of ~hic~ could and most ass~redly be disastrous .

.... e2:Jr-: help llie c"ontinue the safe enjoyment of: ;-n.J' pastime by l~r)t

~ lC1wing the FCC to carry out its proposals for thE 72-76 MHz band.



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
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31 Jan 93

I am writing to inform you of my concern over the proposed PR
Docket 92-235. This rule restructures the radio frequency band
inserting new commercial mobile frequencies between 72 and 75
MHz. At first, this appears to fall into the "who cares"
category, but after you hear my concerns, I hope you will see the
negative effects of this ruling.

I am an active Radio Control (RC) aircraft modeler, and my
equipment uses the frequencies affected by PR Docket 92-235. This
ruling inserts new frequencies which can interfere with my radio
equipment. Radio interference with my RC airplane is a PUBLIC
SAFETY HAZARD. I will lose control of my aircraft if the radio is
jammed by a mobile transmitter operating on the proposed
frequencies. My aircraft (I have three) weigh up to 10 pounds and
travel up to 100 mph. A person could easily be killed if hit by
an RC aircraft traveling at these speeds. Because of this risk.
and the less serious risk of destroying a $1000 airplane by
smacking into the ground, I will not risk flying my aircraft and
my $400 dollar radio will become obsolete.

When I was a student (I have a Bachelor's and Master's Degree in
Aerospace Engineering) I used RC aircraft flying as a laboratory
demonstrating the principles taught in the classroom. Please do
not risk this ideal learning environment or put the public safety
at risk by adopting PR Docket 92-235.

a:~',.,..-;~'---
Robert W.

Hobert and Laurie Horton
1133 Clo••rdal. Court
Rosamnnd, CA 93560





The Honorable Diane Feinstein
US Senate Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
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February 4, 1993

Re: FCC Rule Making, PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am a radio control (RIC) model airplan~ enthusiast and
derive many hours of enjoyment constructing and flying these
aircraft. This is a hobby requiring lots of expensive and
sophisticated equipment, for which I have invested plenty.

I am very concerned about a proposed rule currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) that
jeopardizes my investment and hobby. If adopted, the new rule
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for RIC model use and increase the risk of accidents
caused by in-flight signal interruption from land mobil units.

Our radio-control fre~uencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobil dispatch
operations. However, our RIC frequencies in this band are far
enough apart form the land mobil frequencies that we have been
able to share the band without interference with each other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 creates a new Part 88 which will jeopardize the safety of my
hobby. Existing rules allow for safe use of RIC aircraft and
surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobil
users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the
72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band.

When we operate our RIC aircraft we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators, bystanders and property.
This new rule could cause my aircraft to be "shot down" by a
mobil telephone user miles away from my flight site. If the
radio signal to an RIC airplane is interrupted it causes control
surfaces, like ailerons and elevator, to "flutter" thus throwing
the aircraft out of control resulting in a crash.

The FCC lIIay not think we are as important as business users
of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
radio equipment. It is a sizable illdustry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself
and contributes many skilled jobs in the manufacture, sales and
repair of the equipment.

ALi;:?j/l:~J-r58-5"'" tJo(LTr.f S-r-.
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

February 4, 1993

Dear Senator Feinstein:
c:"] .,. In· 02

I have been interested in aviatiorffohi$ Iohg'~ Ir'can remember. I am very active in a local club whose
members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mohile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to the radio 'control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet or more and weigh as much as 40
pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
aircraft. The flying site the club I am involved with borders the local freeway, which could present a greater
risk of radio interference, and increase the risk of an accident for the operators of the aircraft and the operators
of the vehicles on the freeway if an aircraft were to come down in that area because of radio interference. We
need the use of our full complement or radio frequencies in Older to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios,
but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousand of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals
for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

•

DONALD L. BAKER
2690 EL CAMINO OR.
TURLOCK. CA. 96380
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The Honorable Diane r.l'. "...,,,, •
United States Senate ,J:Jj FCEI (j

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

Pi'; I: 3/

January 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

Sincerely,



The Honorable SfNA 701<... FE. /AI 5"/~ / /V

Dear IJ1S', ;::c:. /N $ 7tC,//'J __ '" . ". \ \: 2. \
I am involved with the sparl' of'Rahid Controlled modeling. I am presently a

member of the Bayside Radio Control Club in Fremont, California. Our club has over
270 members. I enjoy the building and the flying of RIC aircraft. In the begining of
1991, we under went the changing of all our Radio equipment to insure that we met the
new guidelines set forth by the FCC and to keep our hobby safe. I presently own L
Radio control systems and~ different models and I have a workshop full of
products, equipment, and projects necessary to operate my aircraft.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by the Federal Communucations Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket
92-235. If adopted, the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for RIC models and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are currently in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control
frequencies in this band are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part
90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for the safe use of RIC aircraft and
surface models by keeping a 10 KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at
least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band,(for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to ensure the safety of the
operaters and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I do not think. it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think. we are as important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizable industry that must
be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial avaition industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your
help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effact.

Sincerely,~W.~

DAVID W. CoLLwr?A
193'f R.ock M, ,<Jpr. b
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Tt'2 Hc~orable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate

January 29 1993

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules wi:l
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
llability for controlling model airplanes. Our radio contt'ol
frequencies are in the 72- 76 MHz band. This band is primarily
used fcr' private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio conlrol frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
moblle frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
elther use interfering with the other.

I am an active member of two radio controlled model airplane clubs
in the lecal area and am also an active competitor in local and
community events. I, like many thousands of other model aviation
enthusiasts derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and
operating radio controlled model aircraft.

If :he proposed ?R Docket 92-235 is passed 1t will render my radio
equ1pment unusable. I have a considerable investment in equipment
as do many thousands of other radio control model enthusiasts. We
just went through a frequency update by the FCC as of January 1991
which t"equired us to ei ther purchase new equipment or have our
existing equipment modified t~ comply with the new ruling. This
was an expensive exercise. Now the FCC wants to create more land
mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies
causing interference that can destroy our aircraft through control
loss. we go to great lengths to ensure the safety of the
operators, bystanders and protection of personal property.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we do have a considerable
investment in our models and radio equipment. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to thousands of peopl e I ike mysel f and
contriblltes to the advancement of the commercial aviation industry.
As a point of interest the military application of Remote Pilotless
Vehicle (RPV) development and use in the GULF War was a direct
result of radio control model aviation.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
Ie, fe~,t and weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The mod€ds
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
(?apabl~ of causing pruperty clamage, serious inju!y, O~ even cleatl)



if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. The proposed ruling will
bracket 31 of our 50 frequencies. Our transmitters are veCj low
power, approximately one half watt. Land mobile transmitter output
15 four to five times that of ours and would be only 2.5 MHz from
our frequencies. Not only are these new frequencies very close to
ours but they are also designated as "Mobile", therefore, we would
never know where they are operating including at the flying field,
o~' even a street or highway nearby. of major concern aLe the
technlcal specifications for their frequencies. The legal
fLequency tolerance would place their signal diLectly OIl curs' TIl.
results of WhlCh could and most assuredly be disastrous.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowlng the FCC to carry out its proposals fOL the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely.

,~~~.v e ...~~.. () P
- 7"Lee Ha 11

435 South H st. Apt. E
Lompoc, Ca. 93436



The Honorable Diarnle Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:
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January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
preserltly before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we ill the Kadio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.-

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this worlderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

111is proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators SUbject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive,therefore I take ev~ry precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I l1ave stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequr.>nc i es Dot be ;,rlorted.

Sincerely

{).d{;)~~ Jf~/7er(R/)T,J

..<' 7 6 7 O,qPY/7AI /RE.c=-- L/J
)-It=,HET CN 9..25-<Y_5~
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

TO:

FROM: Richard M. Stammerjohn
5240 Los Flores St
Long Beach, CA 90815

SUBJECT: Proposed Rule Change FCC PR Docket 92-235, Land Mob1ie Radio
FreQuency Bands

I am a retired Aerospace Engineer since July 1990.
for McDonnell-Douglas on the design and development
continue my interest in aviation by building and
model aircraft.

I spent 40 years working
of military aircraft. I
flying radio-controlled

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics whose interest and goals
are the enjoyment of flying model aircraft in a safe environment. The AMA,
a group of some 165,000 modelers has continually monitored itself and
developed safety standards to provide a safe flying environment for the
flyers and to the community at large. These safety standards are of
particular concern to me since I must fly my models in an urban area (Long
Beach-Los Angeles). Our flying sites are in areas surrounded by housing,
commercial areas and freeways, conseQuently flight safety is doubly important
and a critical reQuirement to maintain the use of the flying sites which are
on public lands.

These are the reasons I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission, FCC.
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of freQuencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
airplanes.

Our radio control freQuencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. At present, our
radio control freQuencies in ths band for controlling our model aircraft are
far enough apart from the land mobile freQuencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile freQuencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. This proposed change
will cause many of the land mobile freQuencies to move closer to our radio
control freQuencies and cause interference to our radio control operations.
We would be forced to abandon those freQuencies in the interest of safety.
The freQuencies remaining for the modelers would become so congested that it
would greatly decrease the margin of safety that we have developed over the
years.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we do so under very
restrictive procedures so that we dont get signal interference. Interference
means we lose control of the model which could cause personal injury and/or
property damage, not to ment i on the lose of the mode 1 whi ch can be very
expensive. Please understand that the trend is toward larger models with
wing spans up to ten feet and model weights as much as 40 pounds. A model of
this size can certainly cause property damage or serious injury if the
operator loses control due to radio signal interference.



We need separation of our frequencies and the number of frequencies assigned
to us under the current FCC rules to maintain a safe flying environment.

I fully realize that land mobile radio is important to business, but there
must be a better solution that will not jeopardize the safe flying of
thousands of radio-controlled models by people like myself.

The State of Cal i forni a has many organi zed events aand contests where
hundreds of model operators participate because we have the open areas and
climate needed to hold these events.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~A1~L
Richard M. Stammer ohn


